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A 6 STB ACT 

The relationship between f ield*dependence and 
cultural biases towards control and discipline practices was 
explored. It was hypothesized that the strict control practices 
described for the Cuban culture would foster greater field-dependence 
in their adolescents than would the practice of a 0. S. born group. 
Sewenty-two Cuban and U. S. born adolescents were tested for 
field*depentience-> independence (FDI) and locus of control. Analyses of 
variance revealed no differences in locus of control; however, there 
were significant main effects for sex and culture in FDI. 0. S. sales 
were sost f ield*independent followed by O.S. fesales, Cuban tales and 
fesales. (Author) 



^4TfOD?'C''^»^lU•^^•ti^iT Fiwiu^lnctepondenctfs A runction of S«x and Socialisation 
«»»To«« f'A, •,At.<)»»A. ■%st.«..»co» in Cuban and Ar.«!riCcUi AdoltiSCbnts 

Susan D. Britain! Mcircy Abad 

Uiion Coll&pu 

^ The cognitive styles of ficld-dupendence and fit* Id- independence repreaant 

^ self-consistent » adapativy way& of organizing and eaqseriencinij the envirtmiKsnt* 

O 

ixJ The fi*# id-dependent (FD) individual is characterized by unarticulatea responses 

fciicitfed by tha wore salient aspects of stltuuli and by t^nvircnicental control 
of hia responses. The fie Id- independent (FI) person is characterized by re- 
sponses which reflect active analysis of stimuli j he tends to rv^sponU to parts 
of stiniuii rather than to whole configurations. Ttit tenuency to be ptrccp- 
tuaily independent of the field has been related to emotional indep«nav.nc», in 
chilahood (Witkin, Eyk, Fatcrson, Goodenough, € Kaip, 1962). Fuith^^r thu 
dittenaion of field-dependence-independence correlates significantly xiith 
nuTisrous personality dimensions, intellectual abilities, and even culturul dlffor- 
•nc^f* (Wltkln, ot al»,19?3)Sex differences have been very consistent, leDaies 
tendinr to b*> field-dependent relative to males across a{»e (Witkin, 1965). 
The possibility that sex difforenoos havt physiological origin was raised by 
aroverran (19GE); however, available cross cultural studies of FDI indicate that 
^ sex differences can be moderated by cultural biases in sociolization patterns 

".^ (Witkin, 10C7). For exaufvle, cultures facilitating autononiy and self-reliance 

5J in both s«xes have been shown to bt characterized by more fi«ld-independence, 

in »:enural, and by fewer sex differvsnces (Barry, 19C6; fjac/xrthur, 1007; Witkin,' 
lMCi7), Those encouraging passivity and dependence in autocratic ststtincs are 

# 

characterized by a hi|^er incidence of field-dependence. Fenjales in sucli 
cultures typically have been found to be nx>re passive, extcrarilly controlled 
and field-dependent than males wiio assume the tnore active controlling, roles 
(Witkin, IOC?). 
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Thte Cuban population rvsicling in th« U.S.A. has Ui^n clwscrit*«#a by the 
U.S. U-partrwn*: of HLW (1907) as authoritaritan in naturu with control r.tatud 
in thti niaie nfeads of fairiiit*s. F^^nAlAJS UwscriUtd as iaekini-; confiuCucv 
caia ina«penUtenc**. Such Spanish-U«rivted populations haw» not b«un stuuieu with 
respect to fiolo-depfencU»nctt and v.'ould provide an iirportant contrast to th* 
iskino culturtj studied by iierry (l<j66) and ::acArthur (1907) witu nsfor«ncu to 
socialiaation of sex rcles. Furthwr, it would i^>pear that tliu Cubvin 
aoci Aliaation proc«fSS would •sncouraew childxvn to attributt control to 
t<ijmal sourcos; tha r«lation of locus of control and field-d^jptindencci should 

stronc in thfe Cuban cultun*. Lifshita (1973) found a positivf relationship 
betw.i«n internal locus of control in Kubi>utzip children and thf* darx^ to which 
they vxiTfi p.ivttn fre^doir. and rbspcnsibility. 

It was hypothesized that Cubans would It* rulativwly Iwss fifeld-indfepwndent 
whilrt p«»rc^*ivinr; thtftsfelvtas as more cxtwtnally controlled than Anicricans of 
Korthem Europtsan uerivaticn b«causv of the nore -.utocratic socialization 
procvss of this Cuban culture, itales of wach cultuxv w«r«s «xpttCtud to hv 
relatively noru FI than futnai«s of tht»ir culturtij Cul>an ftiralcs wwr^ ejqHscted 
to U tsost FD, U.S. bom tnol^^s, tnost FI. Furth«5r, differences in attribution 
or control Wfer« «}^ct«id; Cubans war^s w>q^ct*id to «»sign locus of control 
tc wxtuWial sourcws to a fireatfer <bxttint .tliOn U.S. bom. 

f!»sthod 

Subjects 

Thirty six Cuban adolsjscunts , half malte and half ftiinalw wv.rw conj^arvd 
with a similar grot^i of Aimsrican whit* fcuclesctjnts bom in thu U.S./-.. The 
Cubans w«rtt horn in Cuba but w«r<rf of Spcnish ori^-in. Moot of thv parents 
of thi: Cuban adolescents had iinriLrat**d to lluw Jersey during th.; nine teen- 
fifties. T^»e Cuban and U.S. bom Whitus wur«* of sirilar sociofeconoiric b.xa.- 
^♦rounu and att«nd*td the saint, inner-city high school in New Jersey. 



suLiwctti w«n.' bctWi-wn 16 and 20 ytars of aga with 18 as thte HcdHl 

ihw Hiad«n ri£ur«*s Test III iJackifOii, t:<«ssick, & flyvrs, IM) ana tt*o 
Draw-A-Person T<sst (Witkin, «1 ji* ti*3t>2) w«rw ustd to ass««ss fifcla-inatir«Uuauaj. 
A Mirror Irawin?: T«^st (rascual-Utonv» l.»72) has U'«n ixsportwd to rtefl«ct tht 
fivitl-dfcpt-ndfcnt iLility to allow one's purctptual-inotor iwrformancc to lo r.ui«luu 
appropriately ly the field (*vflwctioG in tn6 mirror). This mirrcr di^awini* 
tust» Involving th<i tracing, of a six pointed star* was useti as mi additional 
inuic:;tor of fieia-dt^pendfenc^.} Lut it was considered an tj>^wrimrfntal instriAn^^nt. 
?.ott«r*s (i->i*.) tvst of Intemal-oxtemal Control was administered to deteirinw 
diffe-rbUCttS in attribution of control, i^n intervi:#w involving; tstructureC 
^uustions eliciting, infomaticn about control and 3ocicli;:ation practices wus 
ccnuucced with tsach sutje^ct. TabLi 1 iliustrati!»s all queStio*.s i;. thw laxvnt 
Control Qujstionnair-!. A fuinal** Cul»an adult c^v* instructions for all teats and 
i»*t^rvi«ws in th« Spaiiish and/or Lnglish laii«uac«. As a minimal cotitrol oi 
iatwUiiioncw, sincu sciaooi rc-cords w«srw net uvillablc^ thu rijuur^jl lutersectic*. 
TtsPC was acur.inistttt>ed. It is a n<m-v«tfrbal tust of spacial annlysis reportedly 
free from the influ^ncts of fie'ld-d«pfcndcnce-indep«snde'ncj (Pascur.i-teQne-> 1072). 
It dc*?s not depend on knowl«d£^ of cultur*^l artifacts f^T lan!r*ua;-;c skills, 
(Britain, 1973). 

Pfesults and Coiclusions 
/.u.5lysis cf questions from interviews is suranarised in TaLjc 1. Thv. 
/JIOVA on total scoros the Parent Control Questionnaire indicated that Cuban 
parents were percoivud by their adolescents as more authoritarian when compared 
with 'J.:., parents as perceived ly U.S. c»colesc«nts (£ 11*^*63 = 29,15, |;^<.01). 
Tiie re ins fror. the significant main effect for seX <£ Cl,683 ' l*»*8y £<.01). 
indicate that «:irls t<snaeu to perceive pcirental puiiisiimunt as trore harsh than 
»^cys within tlieir own culture, liowever, Cuban ^-irls report tho r.ost severe 
control, jjtespite theSfe uif fei'euces , tnert* was mly a nansii:nificant tendency 



for Cubjtfis to attributtt irow cootroi on th« rctt«r rust to txtwrnil 8ourc«e 

ir [l.t e] a 2,81, .10) than U.S. Lorn. Th& Hotter scalb may not be particularly 

s«;u&itivi: to iUol&sc«snts* tMulintya about pdr^ntal cotitrol. 

In$»itrt Tablti 1 at»out hv-ru 

fuiOVA r«vtedi«*d sicnificaiit aij:f*»rciiOi#s on th«ii hitidai Ficures Teot outuwa 
cultures (F Cl,ec3 « 16.82, If <.01), anti s^x^s (£ [1,083 « G.32, j><.Ob). 
U.U. rrales wisre most fi«;.ic-ind«pfendwnt foHwcd by U.S. f.imi?lt»s, Culon malus 
onu faralttS. Cubans performed better on th« i:irror or wla^j tnsk thai U.S. 
bcm (r Ci.&i^] a 3-.3U, <.oi). This skill is charactaiistic of fleld-dup^nd^ncw. 
Girls tundec to havw btttwr mirror draKinp TH:rforr.<snct<s [1,683 = 3.16, £<.10). 
Itixt Draw-A-Perscn Test did not diff**rttntiatv* tht ;:roi;^>s according tc the Witkin, 
^ ji. , (1062) crit*;ria purhstps because of the unexpected outstanUioi' dravint: 
abilities of cany of the Cuban aJolescentr. . There were also no differences in 
perfcrrance on the Firural Intersection Tcst indicating no differences in non- 
vtrbal ap-;::ial aj-i-.ity. Ihese results -ire suninarisud in Table 2. 



Iiisort Tab It 2 about here 

Iti coaciusioa* the findinf^s support the hypothesis that the Cuban sociiliza- 
ticn process uoes not facilitate field-independence. It is i!r|>ortant to note 
tnat rales of both cultures were aware of differential socialisation of the 
sows and that ^ex differencfcs in field-defendence w^tre no Larger in the Cubrxi 
ianf le. Fenales were consistently seen by rcles as beln^: rnoie sul>ject to priruntil 
control than were the tnales. however, femrles did not report awareness of this 
"double standard." Sex role socialization may be as differential * • on^ 
culture as the other but the de^tree cf general control my vnry. Liflcrenccis 5.r. 
field-dependence between these cultural groups way be niore a function of Uu^tv*- 
of ^'enwra 1 cctfitrol than differential control and socialiaatio«i of the sexes. 
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Pmntal Control Qucstiotmalru : 
Cub in and U.S» AuolkS^^nts* KwSponsvs 



Cul^on U«S. 

n r H r 



I. 


Aiv you allot^vd to stay out past 1 A.t i 












weekend nig.htS? 


83 


.0 


9U 




2. 


i%T^ you v'llowtsd to datts? 


94 


16 


100 


88 




.\r*^ ycu allcwtU to amd^w? 


77 


16 


77 


OC 




'\rv /ou allowed to dat« on w&«kd(^ ni^^ts? 


88 


27 


100 


83 




.iTu you allowad to stay out past 11 r^!« 




• 








cn wot^kday nights? 


8H 


16 




55 




Dt: you consider your parents pemissivet? 




t-6 


77 


72 




.tiiilu in junior hi^^h school^ \iisT%. you alloirtfCi 












to l^abysit wh«sn«.(ybr you W(30t«u to? 


ei 


61 


72 


01 




nTv you illowtd to borrow th* family car? 


77 


B8 


83 


61 




If narijluna wti.rt« Ivc^alizbci tosorrow^ would 












your portents allov you to siKsku? 


U 


5 


5 


22 




.t^r^ you dllowttd to sp«nd tho ni^lit at 












friends' houses in junior high school? 


to 


38 


77 


77 


Xx. 


Co your par^tnts havt^ a s^ in whom your 












fri«tnas arc? 


SO 


72 


22 


27 


X2. 


Arts you faxpectwd to attand church on 












Gunaays? 


22 


55 


5 


33 


13. 


you allowt^d oily to double date? 


b5 


50 




33 




h4V^ your friends alveys Imtitt allc^tfed to 












Qpi^nd thw night at ycur housfe? 
Could you kfettp a p*Jt if you wish«id? 


77 


55 


v6 


72 


15. 




60 


83 


77 


10. 


Lo your parents have a s^ on tht.- bocks you 












read or thw irovivs you ^^a to? 


22 


33 


11 


27 


17. 


C:\n you wvar your hair as ion^: as yua want to? 


77 




8b 


10.' 


1-. 


ans yuu alloMcci to drink? 


61 


50 


83 


l.i 


IJ. 


l>o ycur partints inaktt you do oartain ^m^s 












around the house? 


SS 


SO 


00 


(<h 




t'c you cmsidur punishment at your house 












"harih"? 


16 


38 


n. 


It 


21. 


Are your parwnts stricter with the girls at 












home than with the boys? 


55 


33 


50 




22. 


Do ycur parents odnd you datinr. sonwcne of 












a different religion? 


16 


50 


10 


10 


23. 


Do your parents ^nd you dating sorieone of 
a different roce? 












50 


50 


30 


25 




Du your p ir^nts interfere with the money 












you earn 


le 


55 


22 


22 


25. 


LO your parents na^ you about studyiitt? 


66 


55 


01 


33 
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TrtBLE or MEiViS 



U.S. 













1) 


hFT 


6.83 




10.22 


2) 


::irror Drawinc 


3.'ib 




2.16 


3) 


ri4.ure Drawing 


2.33 


2.41* 


2.3& 


*») 


Intupvittw 


<i.OS 


13. SO 


C.IC 


S) 


I. otter 


10. ;i3 


11.38 


8.b5 


c) 


rigtiral Intersection 


22.00 


20.91 


21.6M 



rtrfnal*xs 
C.ll 
2.27 
2.3U 

10.61 
2U.*»2 



HIT; High Score indicates fl. 

Hirrcr: High Score indicates FD 

Drauinc: Hi^^h Scora indicates FD 

Xntitrvifew: Hi£h Score inacates perception of autocratic socialization 
process. 

hotter: Hit'h Score indicates control attributed to external sources. 

Firuril: Hi^h Scora indicatvu special ability. 
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